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University of Minnesota, Morris
Campus Assembly Meeting
2 May 1988
The campus assembly met on Monday, May 2, at 4 p.m. in the Science
Auditorium.

Announcements:
As way of ·a reminder, Imholte went over the schedule for the upcoming
regents' meetings to be held at UMM on May 12 & 13. They will arrive the
morning of the 12th and leave about noon on the 13th. There are fjve
standing committees, four of which will meet on Thursday afternoon in
either the Art Gallery or the Black Box Theatre. Two of these committees
will be meeting at 1:30, the other two immediately following completion
of the first meetings. The fifth committee is the Committee of the
Whole. It will meet on Friday, the 13th, at 8:30 a.m. in the Black Box
Theatre, immediately followed by the meeting of the whole board at
approximately 10:30. All of these meetings are open. There will be one
additional meeting held at the Sunwood Inn on Thursday morning at 10:30.
This will be a special meeting dealing with two items: 1) the
presidential search process and 2) a matter in litigation.
The meeting
will be open for discussi~n pf the first item, but closed for the second.
\lso, at 10 a.m. on Thursday morning, Interim President Richard Sauer
will preside at a meeting in Edson Auditorium. A good portion of his
remarks will probably be directed at UMM, but within the context of the
entire University. Following his remarks, he will respond to questions
and comments from those present. This meeting should end about 11:15.
Lammers asked if the meetings would become a media event. Imholte
expected there will probably be more media hype than.what might have
occurred if they had met here last year, but he didn't expect as much as
there had been at the last couple of meetings in the Twin Cities. The
farther away from the Twin Cities these meetings are held, the less
interest there seems to be on the part of the media.
I.
II.

The minutes of March 7, 1988, were approved.

For Information: From the Curriculum Committee (CC). Designated
List of Expanding Perspectives Courses for 1988-89. .Attached to
agenda for March 7 assembly meeting.
Hart asked if the list was subject to amendment or change~ Uehling
replied that faculty had brought some suggestions to the attention
of the division chairs and these have been taken care of since the
list was distributed.

III.

For Information:

From the Executive Committee. Interpretation of
the constitutional by-law dealing with membership in the assembly
relative to its application to part-time faculty and staff.
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Imholte explained that problems concerning the membership of parttime academic staff have caused recurring problems. Some faculty &
staff fulfill the one-third eligibility requirement in a single
quarter and are not present the other two quarters. A number of
alternatives were considered by the Executive Committee. Agreement
was reached on the following interpretation:
Part-time faculty or staff members whose University assignment does not include employment for each of the three
quarters during the academic year will not be a member of
the assembly nor be eligible for committee assignment
unless a request is submitted to and approved by the
Executive Committee.
Ahern asked what criteria would be used to decide upon membership.
Imholte said consideration would be given to such things as
availability, interest, familiarity with the campus, etc. Ahern
asked if part-time faculty and staff would be informed of their
option to become a member of the assembly. Imholte said the
committee had not addressed that issue, but it seemed obvious that
some kind of notification would be required.
IV.

For Action. From the Scholastic Committee. Revision of the
Academic Progress Requirement. McRoberts explained that the
assembly would only be dealing with items 1, 2, and 3, starting on
the bottom of page two:
1.

Add the stipulation that, to meet Academic Progress
Requirements, students must meet the annual credit requirements
or maintain a 75% credit completion ratio.

2.

Exempt from the requirements students enrolled for only one
quarter.

3.

Establish the possibility of appealing a suspension directly to
the Scholastic Committee.

Lopez sensed from the report that the Scholastic Committee felt too
many students were being put on probation. He was not convinced
that this was wrong. Granger said these students were not put on
probation; they were suspended. Prior to fall quarter, 1985,
approximately 35-40 students were suspended. Under the new system,
they started with over 200 students. This is at a time when the
quality of the student body has considerably improved. Students
with good records up until a particular quarter were caught. One
Scholar of the College with straight A's was suspended before being
reinstated by the chancellor. The system casts too large a net.
The 75% credit completion rate is designed to help students with
overall successful records. Putting an appeals process in place is
also a sensible thing to do. The present system seemed too harsh
to the committee.
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Stuart asked how the 75% is computed. Granger explained that a
student has to complete 75% of the work for which s/he is
registered. Stuart asked how a withdrawl would affect that
percentage. Granger said the student would be held responsible for
courses not cancelled before the end of the sixth week.
Klinger noted that the kinds of embarrassment encountered were the
consequence of rigid requirements. What has been gained by this
requirement? Imholte replied that UMM has been able to continue
its financial aid program. Granger explained that the federal
government did not accept the fact that students did not have to
meet some kind of academic progress requirments in order to receive
financial aid.
Hart said there is also another answer. Having students annually
fulfill a contract is a useful thing. Students in academic
difficulty must meet with their advisers and come up with a plan to
solve those difficulties. It has served as a motivational force
for students.
Olson asked where a grade of I fit in. Granger said the credits
would not be figured in until the course is completed.

A vote on the modification of the Academic Progress Req,uirements
resulted in approval by voice vote.
V.

For Action.

From the Functions & Awards Committee. List of
students recommended as Scholars of the College for 1987-88.
distributed earlier in the meeting).

(List

Imholte reminded the assembly that only faculty could vote on this
item. Olson asked if it was difficult to draw the line between
those students recommended and those not. Johnson said that it
was.
Guyotte wanted to know more about how the recommended students were
evaluated. Johnson said that if there was not sufficient evidence
to show scholarly work beyond what is expected in the classroom,
the student was not recommended by the committee. Imholte asked if
the 15 students recommended were more or less than in previous
years. Johnson said previously the largest number was 12. He had
informed the committee, however, that all 19 could be recommended.
Guyotte was disturbed. He had seen the nomination of a particular
student he thought very worthy, but that student's name does not
appear on this list. Moser too wanted to know what specifications
were applied. Must a student be a senior? Imholte said no,
although he estimated that 90% probably are.
Johnson said that the criteria are vague and difficult. He felt
the committee was responsible in its actions and the vote was
unanimous. The committee tried to measure scholarly activities.
Ahern asked if the committee ever contacted nominators for more
information. Johnson replied that there is a great unevenness in
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the quality of the recommendations. Also, the committee did not
have much time to deal with this matter. Imholte explained that
the time was short because of earlier deadlines for printing the
commencement program and the available times for the assembly to
meet and act on this item. Straw said that previous committees
have requested more information. He wondered why the committee had
moved up the deadline. Imholte said that the committee had not
been aware of the new printing deadline until recently. Straw
pointed out that this resulted in unfair treatment for the
students. Guyotte said he would not be able to vote in favor of
the list presented. Not to seek further information is ill serving
the students. Is there an appeal process? Klinger thought putting
it before the assembly did result in an appeal process. The
assembly could act on it as it wished. He did feel, however, that
the responsibility lies with the nominators. The committee can
only act on the materials before it.
Imholte declared that the assembly could add the other four to the
list if it wished, but it might make more sense to ask the
committee to review them and contact the nominators if it felt that
was appropriate. Hart said he supported Imholte's recommendation.
The assembly has no documentation before it on which to make a
judgment. In most instances of this kind, responsibility should be
with the nominator. Convincing information is either there or it
isn't. Guyotte stressed again that the nominee is still the one
who is ill served. If the nomination is not sufficient, the
committee should go back to the nominator. He wanted to find a way
to prevent this from happening again.
Ahern moved that the committee reconsider the other four nominees
and contact the nominators for more information. The motion was
seconded. Klinger thought it should be an amendment to the main
motion. Ahern said he would withdraw his motion (the second
agreed) and go with Klinger's suggestion for an amendment: "To
charge the Functions & Awards Committee to review the four
unsuccessful candidates, solicit more information from the
nominators and report back to the assembly." Cotter said there
seemed to be more concern for the individuals than for the award.
If the 15 are approved now, and the 4 are reconsidered later, it
separates them into two groups. The recognition should be
secondary to the goal of the award.
Farrell said if the committee felt the 15 on the list were worthy
recipients, why send back the entire list? In his previous service
on this committee, he found it an extremely difficult process. The
criteria are not easily determined. It is unfair to ask the
committee to reconsider its decision. Lammers said he was also
troubled about second guessing the committee. It has already
looked at the material presented and said no.
Cotter said because this past year has been unique, it might be
okay to reassess the nominees. Ahern said he had seen the
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nomination Guyotte was referring to. He explained that the
nominator had been ill at the time. He thought changes could be
made to make this particular case more persuasive. He would prefer
voting on the 15 now and referring the four back to the committee.
Imholte again reminded the assembly that only faculty could vote on
this amendment: The Functions & Awards CQJllllittee should review the

four unsuccessful nominees, get in touch with the nominators for
more information, and report back to the assembly.
In Favor:

29

Opposed:

19

Abstentions:

8

To apJ,"Prove the 15
students recommended as scholars of the College for 1987-88, and
ask the functions i Awards Committee to review the four
unsuccessful nominees, get in touch with the nominators for more
information, and repor~ back to the assembly.

A vote was taken on the main motion as amended:

In Favor:
VI.

54

Opposed:

0

Abstentions:

4

For Action. From the cc. Course changes in English (2) and Speech
Communication. Blake explained that BOT (Board of Teaching)
requires these changes in the curriculum. The CC had approved them
with a vote of 10 to O.
The assembly approved the curriculum changes by voice vote.

VII.

For Action. From the cc. Inclusion of IS lxxx (drama course) as a
general education course under Expanding Perspectives (E6). Blake
said the CC saw this as a very exciting course. The assembly has
already approved it as a new ce>urse and as an honors course. The
intention now is to include it under the Expanding Perspectives
category. The CC was unanimous in its recommendation.
The assembly ap_proved the recommendation by voice vote.

Imholte announced that the next assembly meeting would be on May 16.
Elections will be held at that time.
Pat Tanner

